We use the nationally representative 1985 Intercensal survey (SUPAS 1985) to validate our empirical strategy. We use cohorts born between 1935 and 1958, who were older than primary school age when the INPRES program was implemented, to show trends in primary school completion rates in high and low program intensity districts. High program districts are defined as districts "where the residual of a regression of the number of schools on the number of children is positive" (Duflo, 2001) . We show these similar trends in primary completion rates for males and females in Figure A .3.
We also estimate difference-in-differences model that interacts the number of INPRES schools and year of birth for these older cohorts. We estimate the following equation: Standard errors are clustered at the district of birth level. We estimate the model for males and females separately and plot these coefficients in Figure A .4. We also estimate placebo regressions on the first and second generation that we show below (Table A.3 and Table A .4, col. 3 respectively).
5 (1957-1962 or 1968-1972) Born between [1963] [1964] [1965] [1966] [1967] [1968] [1969] [1970] [1971] [1972] 0.024*** 0.020** IFLS-E is modeled after the IFLS, and covers 7 provinces in the eastern part of Indonesia that were excluded by the IFLS.
Date of birth:
To obtain the sample of first individuals, we begin by identifying individuals who were born between 1950 and 1972 in the IFLS and IFLS-E. In each wave, the IFLS household roster includes information on date of birth, so we first harmonize year and month of birth for IFLS respondents since a respondent in the IFLS may report his/her date of birth 5 times over the years.
If the reported year of birth is inconsistent across waves, we assume a respondent's year of birth is the mode across waves. In cases where the mode does not exist, we use the first reported year of birth.
To take into account the seasonality of birth, we also include month of birth in our analysis. We follow the same method to harmonize month of birth for individuals across waves. This implies that in some cases, the year and month of birth may be based on different waves of the survey.
District of birth:
The IFLS asks respondents over the age of 15 their place of birth in the wave in which they first join the survey. Indonesia experienced district proliferation over time, so we match each district to the 1993 district code in IFLS1.
INPRES school construction in the district, water and sanitation program, enrolment in 1971, number of school-aged children in 1971:
We obtain these variables from Duflo (2001).
Linking the first and second generation:
To identify the second generation, who are the children of the first generation individuals, we use the household relationship in the household roster and women's birth history, matched to the household roster. In each wave, the survey includes an individual's relationship to the head of the household, and an identifier for an individual's mother and father if the mother and father are in the same household. The IFLS also includes a woman's birth history, which allows us to match mothers to their children, and subsequently to children's outcomes.
Ethnicity:
The IFLS started collecting information on ethnicity in 2000 (IFLS3). We create an indicator for Javanese, the majority group in Indonesia and the IFLS. We code an individual as Javanese if he/she ever self-identified as Javanese.
Appendix B2.
Additional first generation results: A comparison of the IFLS, IFLS-E and the SUPAS
In the following tables, we show estimations of the first-generation's primary school completion rates using only control covariates used by Duflo (2001) and the inclusion of our additional covariates (month of birth and ethnicity). We start with a comparison of the results using the IFLS and IFLS-East data, followed by the estimations using the IFLS data only ( Table B .1 shows that the estimated program effect on the first generation's primary completion using the IFLS alone is small and not statistically significant, but the estimated effect is substantial and significant with the inclusion of IFLS-E.
We believe this is because the IFLS excludes the eastern part of Indonesia, which is historically poorer and was more likely to receive the INPRES school construction project with a higher intensity. Thus, the inclusion of the IFLS-E not only increases sample size, but increases the program coverage in our sample. (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8) 
